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Majority Opinion by McDonald, J. 

 

 

On pg. 23, in footnote 16, the first line, NOW READS: 

 
16 Clear Channel argues that even, if the Ordinance is not subject to strict scrutiny, 

 

         

SHOULD READ: 

 
16 Clear Channel argues that even if the Ordinance is not subject to strict scrutiny,    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

      /s/ Suzanne C. Johnson 

        Suzanne C. Johnson 

    Clerk of the Court of Appeals 
 


